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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The prior office actions are incorporated herein by reference. In particular, the observations with 
respect to claim language, and response to previously presented arguments. 

• Claims 1 , 27, 46, and 53 are amended. 

• Claims 35, 50, and 57 are canceled. 

• Claim 65 is added 

• Claims 1-34, 36-49, 51-56, and 58-65 are pending. 

Response to Arguments 

2. As an initial matter there was no acknowledgement or clarification to the obligation under 37 
CFR 1.56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the 
time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), was brought up by the 
examiner in the last office action that was mailed on February 24, 2006. 

3. Applicant's arguments filed 31 July 2006 have been fully considered but they are not persuasive 
for the following reasons: 

4. In response to applicant argument regarding rejection of independent claims 1,14, 27, and 39 
under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being obvious over U.S. Patent No. 6,005,945 to Harry Whitehouse in view of 
U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2005/0209976 to William F. Bailey. As per discussion raised by 
the applicant in regards to that Whitehouse does not disclose validating the postage of the mail piece 
based on a indicia located on a database. Examiner respectfully disagrees with the applicant. Whitehouse 
clearly discloses such retrieval and verification of the indicia in a database as to verify the validity of the 
mail pieces postage indicia. However. As it was clearly articulated in the rejection below the retrieval is by 
scanning of the indicia itself in the database for verification that clearly discloses the use of a serial 
number (tracking ID), also one can clearly argue that such indicia itself is based on a numerical value that 
is clearly can be labeled as an "identifier" or "ID". Furthermore, the examiner specifically has brought the 



Application/Control Number: 09/990,341 
Art Unit: 3621 



Page 3 



teachings of Bailey to clarify the fact that using a tracking ID for retrieval of information on validity of a 
postage indicia or mail piece postage information is known in the art and has been practiced in various 
ways to accomplish such task. Also it is clear in both Whitehouse and Bailey references that the data is 
stored in a central database for later retrieval of information related to the postage indicia and so on. 

5. In response to applicant argument regarding rejection of independent claims46, 53 t and 60 under 
35 U.S.C. § 103 as being obvious over U.S. Patent No. 6,005,945 to Harry Whitehouse in view of U.S. 
Patent Application Publication No. 2005/0209976 to William F. Bailey and further in view of U.S. Patent 
Application No. 2001/0056469 to Takasi Oonuki. Again the practice of requesting the information about 
the sender of the mail piece by using an identifier or ID of sender of the mail piece can be clearly seen in 
the Oonuki reference (See Oonuki Figure 9 and paragraphs [0071]-[0080]). It is clearly shown that the 
recipient of a mail (here e-mail) that contains an ID can request information on the sender of the mail. 

6. Subsequent claims are substantially the same as the discussed claims therefore the same above 
arguments are applicable towards them. 

Claim Objections 

7. Claims 27 and 53 are objected to because of the following informalities: the clams are confusing 
in their language as there is a disconnect in the claim as to what is meant by "when executed by the data 
processing circuitry," it is not clear what is being executed the processing circuitry. Appropriate correction 
is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

8. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter, which the applicant regards as his invention. 

9. Claims 27 and 53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 



Application/Control Number: 09/990,341 
Art Unit: 3621 



Page 4 



invention. They recite the phrase "configured for..." that is not clear if the module is actually performing 
the task or it is only "configured for..." and might or might not perform the task. Correction is required. 

10. As per claim 46, it is not clear of who is receiving, retrieving and then transmitting the 
identification information. Clarification is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention 
was made. 

12. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the claims under 
35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various claims was commonly 
owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any evidence to the contrary. 
Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of 
each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the 
examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior 
art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

13. Claims 1-34, 36-49, 51-56, and 58-65 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over U.S. Patent No. 6,005,945 to Harry Whitehouse in view of U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 
2005/0209976 to William F. Bailey. 

14. As for claim 1 , Whitehouse clearly discloses a method of indexing a postage indicium within a 
database of a centralized postage-issuing computer system, the method comprising: 
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• generating a postage indicium associated with a mail piece (See Whitehouse column 2, lines 
1-52); 

• associating an indexing tracking ID with the postage indicium (See Whitehouse column 2, 
lines 43-52, column 13, lines 15-65 and column 14, line 66- column 15, line 17); and 

• storing the indexed postage indicium within the database (See Whitehouse column 8, line 4- 
column 9, line 31 , column 1 0, line 45- column 1 1 , line 36). of a centralized postage issuing 
computer system: 

• applying the indexing tracking ID to the mail piece (See Bailey paragraph [0019]); 

• reading the indexing tracking ID on the mail piece (See Bailey paragraph [0019]); and 

• retrieving the indexed postage indicium from the database based on the read indexing 
tracking ID to validate the postage (See Bailey paragraphs [0020]-[0029]). 

What is not specific by the Whitehouse is the associating an indexing tracking ID with the postage 
indicium. However, Bailey clearly teaches that the tracking information such as a unique tracking ID is 
generated and stored in a database for identification of the mail piece (See Bailey paragraphs [0023]- 
[0025], and [0029]). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the current invention was made to incorporate the teachings of Bailey into that of Whitehouse for 
enhancing and speeding the lookup and identification of related information to that of the data associated 
with the indicium. 

15. As for claim 2, Whitehouse and Bailey disclose the method of claim 1 , wherein the indexing 
tracking ID is unique within a postal service (See Whitehouse column 6, lines 1-18, column 10, line 45- 
column 11,line29, column 13, lines 15-65 and column 21, lines 11-48). 

16. As for claim 3, Whitehouse and Bailey disclose the method of claim 2, wherein the postal service 
is the United States Postal Service (See Whitehouse column 6, lines 1-18). 
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17. As for claim 4, Whitehouse and Bailey disclose the method of claim 1 , wherein the postage 
indicium comprises one or more items selected from the group consisting of postage amount, date and 
time of postage information creation, service class, optional data advance, and delivery zip code (See 
Whitehouse column 13, lines 19-46). 

18. As for claim 5, Whitehouse and Bailey disclose the method of claim 1 , further comprising: 
deriving a digital signature from the postage indicium (See Whitehouse column 13, lines 15-65 

and column 14, line 66- column 15, line 17); 

associating the digital signature with the postage indicium to generate an indexed self-validating 
postage indicium (See White house column 13, lines 15-65 and column 17, line 60- column 18, line 11); 
and 

storing the indexed self-validating postage indicium within the centralized postage-issuing 
computer system (See Whitehouse column 8, line 4-clumn 9, line 31, column 10, line 45- column 11, line 
36). 

19. As for claim 6, Whitehouse and Bailey disclose the method of claim 5, wherein the digital 
signature association comprises attaching the digital signature to the postage indicium (See Whitehouse 
column 13, lines 55-59). 

20. As for claim 7, Whitehouse and Bailey disclose the method of claim 5, wherein the digital 
signature is generated by applying a private key to the postage indicium (See Whitehouse column 13, 
lines 37-65). 

21 . As for claim 8, Whitehouse and Bailey disclose the method of claim 5, wherein the indexed self- 
validating postage indicium is generated within a physically secure coprocessor device (See Whitehouse 
column 3, lines 48-54, column 8, lines 23-62). 
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22. As for claim 9, Whitehouse and Bailey disclose the method of claim 1 , further comprising: 
receiving an indexing identifier request from an end user computer; and transmitting the indexing tracking 
ID to the end user computer (See Whitehouse column 6, lines 30-65). 

23. As for claim 10, Whitehouse and Bailey disclose the method of claim 1 , further Keubert discloses 
; receiving a postage indicium request containing the indexing tracking ID from a postal authority (See 
Whitehouse column 2, lines 1-52); retrieving the indexed postage indicium from the database based on 
the received indexing tracking ID (See White house column 13, lines 15-65 and column 17, line 60- 
column 18, line 11); and transmitting the indexed postage indicium to the postal authority (See 
Whitehouse column 8, line 4-column 9, line 31, column 10, line 45- column 11, line 36). 

24. As for claim 1 1 , Whitehouse and Bailey disclose the method of claim 1 , further comprising: 
generating a plurality of postage indicia associated with a plurality of mail pieces; associating a plurality of 
indexing tracking IDs with the plurality of postage indicia; and storing the plurality of indexed postage 
indicia within the database (See Whitehouse column 6, lines 30-65). 

25. As for claim 12, Whitehouse and Bailey disclose the method of claim 1 1 , further comprising: 
receiving a plurality of indexing identifier requests from a plurality of end user computers; and transmitting 
the plurality of indexing tracking IDs to the plurality of end user computers. 

26. As for claim 13, Whitehouse and Bailey disclose the method of claim 1 1 , further comprising: 
receiving a plurality of postage indicium requests containing the plurality of indexing tracking IDs from a 
postal authority (See Whitehouse column 2, lines 1-52); 
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retrieving the plurality of indexed postage indicia from the database based on the plurality of received 
indexing tracking IDs (See White house column 13, lines 15-65 and column 17 t line 60- column 18, line 
11); and 

transmitting the plurality of indexed postage indicia to the postal authority (See Whitehouse column 8, line 
4-column 9, line 31 , column 1 0, line 45- column 1 1 , line 36). 

27. As per claims 14-34, 36-45 and 65, all the claims are substantially claiming the same limitations 
as claims 1-13 above, therefore, the rejections provided above applies to the current limitations of claims 
14-34, 36-45 and 65. 

28. Claims 46-49, 51-56, and 58-64 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
U.S. Patent No. 6,005,945 to Harry Whitehouse in view of U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 
2005/0209976 to William F. Bailey further in view of U.S. Patent Application No. 2001/0056469 to Takasi 
Oonuki. 

29. As for claim 46, 53 and 60, Whitehouse clearly discloses a method of indexing sender 
identification information within a database of a centralized postage-issuing computer system, the method 
comprising: 

generating sender identification information associated with a mail piece See Whitehouse column 
2, lines 43-52, column 13, lines 15-65 and column 14, line 66- column 15, line 17); 

associating an indexing tracking ID with the sender identification information (See Whitehouse 
column 8, line 4-column 9, line 31, column 10, line 45- column 11, line 36); 

storing the indexed sender identification information within the database (See Whitehouse column 
8, line 4-column 9, line 31, column 10, line 45- column 11, line 36 and Bailey paragraphs [0020]-[0029]); 

receiving a sender identification request containing the indexing tracking ID from a mail recipient 
computer: 
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retrieving the sender identification information from the database based on the received indexing 
tracking ID; and 

transmitting the sender identification information to the mail recipient computer to verify the sender. 

What is not specific by the Whitehouse is the associating an indexing tracking ID with the postage 
indicium. However, Bailey clearly teaches that the tracking information such as a unique tracking ID is 
generated and stored in a database for identification of the mail piece (See Bailey paragraphs [0023]- 
[0025], and [0029]). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the current invention was made to incorporate the teachings of Bailey into that of Whitehouse for 
enhancing and speeding the lookup and identification of related information to that of the data associated 
with the indicium. Further what is not explicit in Whitehouse and Bailey references is the requesting, 
retrieving and transmitting sender information to a recipient by way of looking up the sender information in 
a database based on a identifier or ID. However, Oonuki clearly teaches such transaction in a mailing 
system (See Oonuki Figure 9 and paragraphs [0071]-[0080]). Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the current invention was made to incorporate the teachings 
of Oonuki into that of Bailey and Whitehouse for the motivation of providing information for security of 
having a trusted entity or person to forward you mail and to enhance the identification of whom one is 
receiving mail from. 

30. As per claims 47-49, 51-52, 54-56, 58-59 and 61-64, all the claims are substantially claiming the 
same limitations as claims 2-13 above, therefore, the rejections provided above applies to the current 
limitations of claims 47-49, 51-52, 54-56, 58-59 and 61-64. 

31 . Examiner has pointed out particular references contained in the prior arts of record in the body of 
this action for the convenience of the applicant. Although the specified citations are representative of the 
teachings in the art and are applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages 
and figures may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant, in preparing the response, 
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to consider fully the entire references as potentially teaching all or part of the claimed invention, as well as 
the context of the passage as taught by the prior arts or disclosed by the examiner. 

Conclusion 

Applicants amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this Office 
action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of 
the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS from 
the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date 
of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH 
shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action 
is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or concerning this 
communication or earlier communications from the examiner should be directed to Kambiz Abdi whose 
telephone number is (571) 272-6702. The Examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 
9:30am-5:00pm. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Fischer can be reached at (571) 272-6779. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from 
either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see; 

http://portal.uspto.gov/external/portal/pair 

Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

or faxed to: 

(571) 273-8300 [Official communications; including After Final communications labeled "Box AF"] 
(571) 273-6702 [Informal/Draft communications, labeled "PROPOSED" or "DRAFT"] 
Hand delivered responses should be brought to the Examiner in the 

Knox Building, 50 Dulany St. Alexandria, VA. 



Kambiz Abdi 




KAMBIZABDI 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



